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Thomas-R1: The 20/100 ml objective covered ten major water bodies, 
so it clearly was not based solely on the purity of Lake Tahoe.  These 
ten water bodies had at the time livestock grazing as a land use within 
their respective watershed, including the East Walker River, which is in 
the Bridgeport Valley.  Therefore the argument that the 200/100 ml 
should be applied to all agricultural areas in the Lahontan Region is not 
consistent with long-standing Water Board policy memorialized in the 
1975 Basin Plan bacteria water quality objective. 
 
1975 Water Quality Control Plan Report, North Lahontan Basin (Basin 
Plan) states on page I-4-8:   
 

Waters shall not contain concentrations of coliform organisms 
attributable to human wastes. Also, in waters designated for 
contact recreation (REC-l), the fecal coliform concentration 
based on a minimum of not less than five samples for any 30-
day period, shall not exceed a log mean of 200/100 ml, nor shall 
more  than 10 percent of total samples during any 30-day period 
exceed 400/100 ml, with the following exceptions: 
 

Eagle Lake 
Susan River 
Lake Tahoe 
Truckee River 
East Fork Carson River 
West Fork Carson River 
East Walker River 
West Walker River 
Lake Topaz 
Bryant Creek 

 
The fecal coliform concentration for these waters and their 
tributaries, based on a minimum of not less than five samples for 
any 30-day period, shall not exceed a log mean of 20/100 ml, 
nor shall more than 10 percent of total samples during any 30-
day period exceed 40/100 mI. 
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 Thomas-R2: The Water Board unanimously approved the 2007 grazing 
waiver. The audio record of the 2007 Water Board hearing did not 
contain any oral comment to indicate that members of the Water Board 
were “apprehensive” of the current 20/100 mL standard, nor did the 
audio record indicate that 200/100 mL was a more appropriate standard 
for Bridgeport Valley, nor did the audio record document a link approval 
of the conditional waiver to a commitment to amend the Basin Plan 
water quality objective during the term of the waiver. Rather, the Water 
Board agreed to revise the waiver appropriately if “sufficient information 
to propose a Basin Plan Amendment for fecal coliform” is developed.  
 
Water Board staff have been actively collecting information to support 
development of a scientifically-defensible indicator bacteria water quality 
objective for an appropriate Basin Plan amendment. 



Comments Response 

 

 

Thomas-R3: The Lahontan Basin Plan lists the Bridgeport Valley waters 
for municipal supply (MUN) and contact recreation (REC-1). These uses 
are further defined as follows: 
 
MUN—all waters in the Lahontan Region with the potential to be used 
for municipal water supply are designated MUN.   
 
REC-1—The Basin Plan includes fishing in the definition of contact 
recreation activities.  Fishing does occur within lands of the Bridgeport 
Valley, even if infrequent, either at public access points or on-ranch, by 
owners, operators, employees, guests, or trespassers.   

Thomas-R4:. The Water Board is concerned about the reasonableness 
of water quality objectives in geographic areas where the dominant 
beneficial use is agriculture, such as livestock grazing in the Bridgeport 
Valley. As a result, significant Water Board resources have been used 
towards assessment of and development of indicator bacteria water 
quality objectives.  For a list of major actions taken, please see Finding 
No. 5 of the proposed waiver. 

Thomas-R5: An informational workshop on grazing and water qualilty is 
scheduled for the Water Board’s July 11-12, 2012 meeting. There is no 
action proposed for the workshop item.  
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Thomas-R6:. The Water Board does not have authority to regulate land 
use and has no intention of putting ranchers out of business. The 
California Nonpoint Source Implementation and Enforcement Policy (see 
Finding 4 of the proposed waiver) requires that all sources of nonpoint 
source pollution be regulated through either Waste Discharge 
Requirements (WDRs), or waivers of WDRs, or prohibitions.  Waivers 
are the “softest” regulatory approach available to the Water Board and 
require collaboration with the prospective enrollees. Water Board staff 
have been collaborating with BRO since 2006 to develop a waiver that is 
achievable for ranchers, and the timeline provided for compliance with 
Basin Plan water quality objectives is long and is intended to provide 
ranchers adequate time to budget management practice implementation 
in a manner that is affordable. Water Board staff have received no 
quantitative information on costs of management practice 
implementation from BRO members or any other organization or 
individual to substantiate the claim that ranchers will go out of business 
as a result of reasonable management practice implementation spread 
out over 5 years.  
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Thomas-R7: All specific comments and issues in your section VII were 
addressed during the March 12, 2012 and May 31, 2012 meetings of 
Water Board staff with BRO members. During those meetings, agreed-
upon language was incorporated into the proposed grazing waiver. 
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